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A REPORT on inner trends and forecasts of significant depelopments, dedicated to the preservution of the American way and a free democratic economy by 
the revival and extension of Christian sharing and the prevention of war by the revelation and correction of the causes of war. WE BELIEVE that Christ’s 
teachings are the measurement of truth; that in Christian pregress society will move forward constructively and naturally, thus avoiding the curse of violent 


changes as represented by the evils of communism. WE ARE CONVINCED that the American answer for both communism and democratic socialism is a re- 
vitalized Christian capitalism that promotes closer management-worker cooperation, greater worker participation in ownership, profit-sharing, systems of pen- 


sions or security out of production and other forms of applied Christian sharing. 


WE STAND for our country, right or wrong, rejoicing when it is right, but 


when authoritative evidence indicates our country is — influenced into the wrong, we believe that the greatest patriotism wil! be to seek through democratic 
e 


means to set our country right. 


WE HOLD this to be t 


highest service to patriotism and to God. 





Text Book Censorship 


The Chicago Board of Educa- 
tion recently restricted the use of 
a textbook, which had been de- 
nounced for its statements con- 
cerning the nature of the Ameri- 
can press and radio business. The 
textbook, “Our Changing Social 
Order”, has been ordered out of 
the school library shelves because, 
after praising the American press 
and radio as being the finest in the 
world in many respects, the text- 
book c’sarges that the typical news- 
paper is far from being impartial. 
“Bias or special interests of its 
owners are reflected on every page. 
News unfriendly to their point of 
view may be omitted altogether or 
printed in very brief form, perhaps 
near the foot of an inside page. 
A modern newspaper obtains the 
bulk of its income from advertis- 
ing. Therefore, the advertising 
manager is likely to have more 
power than the editors. He will 
not approve editorials that might 
offend big advertisers. Pressure 
from advertisers is not the chief 
reason newspapers generally favor 
business men, rather than consum- 
ers, and employers rather than 
working men. Newspaper owners 
are themselves business men and 
employers . . . In all matters of 
public policy they tend to reflect 
the point of view of the social and 
economic class to which they be- 
long.” 

Now it so happens that a few 
vears back an authoritative re- 
search job was done by a commis- 
sion of outstanding American 
scholars and educators, headed by 
Chancellor Robert M. Hutchins of 
the University of Chicago, on the 
condition of the American press. 
Their report, published by the Uni- 
versity of Chicago Press, ’47, con- 
tains essentially the same findings 
that this textbook covers. Here’s 
a summary of the commission’s 
report as run in Between The Lines 
April 15, 1947: 

(continued first col., THIRD page) 


FRIEND sent us this which was first used by an eminent pastor: A 

man trying to gain admittance at heaven’s gate, presented all his 
credentials, including membership in several fine organizations of high 
Christian character. But St. Peter slowly shook his head. Finally, the 
man even proved that he was a member of the board of trustees of his 
local church. “Surely, you will recognize our board of trustees.” St. 
Peter shook his head again. “I’m sorry, son,” said St. Peter, “we don’t 
list any organizations up here, — just individuals, — just individuals.” 


UR WORLD has not found peace because we depend upon organi- 

zations and what they stand for, rather than what we as individuals 
stand for, — on what these organizations can do, instead of what we can 
do. We depend upon our law enforcement bodies to stop crime and 
gambling and find they fail. But it is we who have failed, for the 
profit in gambling and crime becomes possible only when individuals 
permit a little “innocent gaming,” slot machines, bingo, raffles, upon 
which the big gamblers depend for their front and wedge to operate 
in a community. We turn the other way when our law enforcement 
leaders are fighting the powerfully organized crime groups, — we do 
not give our vocal and bold support because we “don’t want to get 
mixed up in that sort of thing.” 

We elect a man to Congress where he is soon thrown into the 
lion’s pit of pressure groups, then we complain because Congress “can’t 
get anything done.” While the pressure groups pile the congressman’s 
desk with mail demanding his subservience to their evil purposes, we 
never let the congressman hear from us. He enters the chamber with 
the feeling that he stands alone against a steam roller. 

We sign a paper for a “Crusade for Freedom” or to support 
the United Nations, — and then forget it. But a crusade for freedom 
doesn’t change Europe because it couldn’t get past that little Mexican 
boy at the end of our street, or the Polish worker who was injured and 
dumped onto the scrap heap on the other side of town, or the Negro 
who is last to be hired and first to be fired in the plant or office where 
we work. We forget that the UN is the direct reflection of what people 
really want their world to be like. If we accept, without personal pro- 
test, the propaganda promoting the idea of “an American Century” 
with our “world leadership” dominant, an idea which is being pushed 
by some big multimillionaire publishers and their industrial and finan- 
cial associates, we can expect the UN to be wrecked by the protests of 
other nations who have just dug out from under the “world leadership” 
of the British, the Dutch, the French, etc., and are determined to have 
a little leadership of their own if they have to risk it under a flag with 
a hammer and sickle on it. 

Old St. Peter was terribly right. The final judgement of history 
is not the record of what organizations do but what individuals do — 
just individuals. Those ideas and convictions you express to friends, 
neighbors and other groups, — those letters you write — are the stuff 
that shapes human destiny. 


X-Ray and Foreeast 


HE BREATH-TAKING SPEED with which the UN, through the 
evolution of the Korean conflict, has become reconstructed into a 
positive world force for peace has the world dizzy. The danger that all 
this new hope may not mature into full reality hinges more on American 
(continued on NEXT page) 





Voices That Lead 

Americans are anxious for en- 
during peace to be established and 
are for the most part eager to 
support the UN in the building of 
that peace, especially since the UN 
is the only structure standing to- 
day with a power to establish this 
greatly desired end. However. we 
cannot expect the UN to establish 
peace unless we are willing to un- 
derstand how the rest of the world 
thinks, for the UN is made up of 
many different nations with view- 
points that frequently vary from 
American concepts. American 
thought has especially been kept 
rigid and unrealistic about our re- 
lationships with Communist China, 
especially in connection with the 
UN. 

Nehru: The most searching 
and revealing statement on the 
rroblem of Communist China that 
has recently been made was that 
of Premier Nehru of India in an 
interview published in the U. S. 
News. In commenting on the Gov- 
ernment of China, Mr. Nehru said 
“Ever since we (India) recognized 
the new People’s Government of 
China it was natural that the conse- 
quences of such a_ recognition 
would follow. We recognized it 
for a variety of reasons, the main 
reason being the fact that a sound 
and stable Government existed 
over the whole continent of China. 
It is none of our business to like 
or dislike it. In recognizing coun- 
tries, normally one does not go 
by likes or dislikes, but by the fact 
that they do represent stable gov- 
ernments. It, therefore, seemed to 
us not only illogical but exceeding- 
ly unreasonable not to accept the 
consequences of that recognition, 
which was that the new China 
should function in the UN. Ihe 
United Nations was never intended 
to be a group of nations thinking 
one way and excluding other na- 
tions. With new China and the 


USSR and some other nations out, 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 








Voices That Lead 


(continued) 

the UN would assume a new shape. 
It will cease to be what it is meant 
to be, and if this state of affairs 
were allowed to persist the outcome 
would probably be a world war.” 

The cold logic of Mr. Nehru’s 
words revealed the immaturity of 
the view so commonly held by 
many Americans that we should 
not recognize Communist China on 
the basis of our own sentiments 
and likes and dislikes. Peace is the 
art of learning how to get along 
with the folks we do not like! 


Dr. Julian Huxley, world 
famous scientist and former head 
of UNESCO, recently stated to 
news men that the Soviet Union 
is going to destroy itself by its 
failure to give freedom to scicn- 
tists. Dr. Huxley pointed to the 
fact that the Communist dictates 
have forced the scientific mind of 
Russia, once among the greatest 
in the world, to fit their thinking 
and the theories for research into 
the political party line, which can 
only end in the slow strangula- 
tion of the best of Russia’s scien- 
tific thought and research. Dr. 
Huxley said that while this happens 
in Russia, the rest of the world 
will push on into new areas of 
scientific development, leaving 
Russia far behind and unable to 
meet the inevitable developments 
of the new scientific age. 

The Rockefeller Foundation 
has authorized a two-year study 
on various aspects of the impact 
of governmental security practice 
on civil liberties. The first of these 
reports by Dr. Walter Gellhorn, 
professor of law at Columbia Uni- 
versity, states that the current se- 
crecy regulations imposed upon 
scientists in this country by the 
military and security regulations 
are retarding scientific progress 
here and endangering American 
leadership in scientific fields. Three 
major criticisms of the operation 
of present security programs 
were voiced by Dr. Gellhorn. He 
said that these measures have: (1) 
Hindered scientific teamwork and 
led to wasteful duplication of re- 
search by preventing the free ex- 
change of ideas between scientists. 
(2) Obstructed the ‘training of 
young scientists by refusing them 
access to new discoveries. (3) Dis- 
couraged, by “fear of smear,” cx- 
perienced scientists from entering 
secret research. “The hope for 
science in this country and for the 
nation’s security is that the public 
at large will shed its fears, grow 
in understanding and cease cred- 
ulously accepting assertions that 
safety lies in secrecy,” Mr. Gell- 
horn wrote in his report, which 
will be published soon by the Cor- 
nell University Press. “Secrecy is 
antithetical to the spirit of science. 

(continued third col., THIS page) 


X-Ray and Forecast (continued) 


military policy than anything Russia might do, for our military extrem- 
ists want to use the UN backing of armed invasion into North Korea as 
a chance to really put the squeeze on Russia. 

It is now admitted in highest military circles (see Walter Lipp- 
man’s column, October 6) that the Russians have with meticulous and 
almost rigid formality refrained from participating directly in the Ko- 
rean war. Even with American news services straining to grab any in- 
dication of Russian participation, nothing can be substantiated beyond 
the furnishing of supplies and military advisement. Mr. Lippman even 
states that it now seems quite possible that it was the North Korean Com- 
munists who persuaded the Russians to grant their material support to 
the invasion of South Korea, and not the Russians who pushed the 
North Koreans into action. All this is extremely important, for it gives 
reasonable ground for the UN to deal with Russia and the Communist 
pressures everywhere on a basis of peaceful negotiation. 

But the American military extremists, who are trying to enforce 
their viewpoint on our more moderate leaders, are not acting in line 
with the above. They are trying and may succeed in inaugurating an 
all-out American military drive up through North Korea and all the 
way to the edges of the Manchurian frontier, where the North Korean 
line shoulders the Russian Siberian border. These extremists have dom- 
inated much of the Korean war news that has reached the American 
public they have played up the massing of Chinese Communist armies 
at the North Korea-Manchurian frontier, have enlarged on every scrap of 
information about Russian activities in the Far East, such as the report 
of Russian submarines in Korean and North China waters. Actually, 
every trained military stragetist in the world would testify that as a sim- 
ple principle of national defense, the Chinese should be expected to 
move armies to their Korean border when a foreign power is waging a 
war increasingly close to that frontier. What would we do if Russia 
were fighting Mexico and drawing increasingly close to the Rio Grande? 
The hub-bub about Russian submarines “daring to prowl around in the 
Korean and North China waters”, where American warships are cruis- 
ing, ignores the fact that those waters flow close by vital Russian sea 
bases, Vladivostok, etc. Any naval strategist on earth would testify that 
a nation’s submarines should be “prowling about” if foreign powers 
were cutting capers within gun range of that nation’s vital sea bases. 

So, if extremists in our military and political leadership succeed 
in twisting the UN authority for North Korean occupation into a license 
to plunge American bayonets painfully and threateningly close to China’s 
sensitive frontier and Russia’s tense border, World War III may come 
in a hurry—with no chance for the UN to use its miraculously recovered 
moral force for further steps in establishing international control. Will 
thousands of American boys have suffered and died in Korea just to 
lead us to that? 

There are mad men who would rule the world from Moscow. 
There are some other men whose obsession with military and physical 
force could destroy the world from Washington and Seoul. 

Fortunately, there are also able, sane, Christian-spirited men in 
top American political and military circles who still have a grip on the 
reins. We pray their grip will not weaken. 


N Ationatization VS. DEMOCRATIC EXPANSION: The war 

in Korea and the re-armament program is bringing to light a basic 
conflict in our economic system that affects the lives and fortunes of all. 
While the American public is continuously flooded with “free enter- 
prise” publicity, portraying the very real benefits of our competitive 
system, the largest and most important industries continue to demon- 
strate that they do not believe in or practice any such system except 
where they have been compelled to by law. In steel, oil, aluminum, in- 
dustrial chemicals, etc., court records prove that there would be little 
competition today had not Federal authority forced these groups from 
lime to time to cease their price-fixing and competition-destroying 
monopolistic methods. 

THE LEADERS OF THESE INDUSTRIES do not gravitate 
towards monopolistic practices because they are particularly ereedy or 
evil, as they are pictured by labor periodicals. It is because they have 
honestly believed in and have traditionally followed the doctrine of a 
“scarce economy,” holding it their right in free enterprise to limit pro- 
duction so that their products may be kept sufficiently scarce to stabi- 
lize prices and profits. During peace, their efforts to curb competition 
lave brought many complaints to the Government from other business 
groups who have been hurt, sometimes destroyed, by these monopo- 
listic curbs. These complaints, resulting in Federal anti-trust action, 
are the background of nearly all anti-trust action, — rather than a de- 
sire by the Government “to persecute business” as we are told by such 


press and radio voices as are subservient to these giant industrial powers. 
(continued on NEXT page) 


Voices That Lead 


(continued) 
It is socially hurtful. Only for brief 
periods can it be practiced with- 
out destroying the scientific supe- 
riority it is intended to preserve.” 

Catholic Educator: We have 
frequently reported that the com- 
mon people of Europe are not en- 
thusiastic about the armament pact 
being pushed by our Government. 
Press and radio reports have sel- 
dom if ever permitted such in- 
formation to reach the public. A 
prominent Catholic © educator, 
Father J. J. Cavanaugh, president 
of the University of Notre Dame, 
bore out our reports when he re- 
turned from Europe recently. 
Father Cavanaugh said that, while 
the peop!e of Italy and France dis- 
avow any admiration for commu- 
nism, they are terrified at the idea 
of war of any kind in Europe. The 
average Italian and Frenchman are 
asking themselves, “How long can 
the Marshall Plan continue? What 
do we do without the Plan? If Rus- 
sia closes off the possibility of an- 
other front by coming through 
France or Italy, should we greet 
them at the border or resist?” “Ap- 
parently,” Father Cavanaugh said, 
“they think their better chance is 
to greet.” The good Catholic ed- 
ucator indicated that the people of 
Europe are convinced that another 
war would reduce Europe to such 
a State that it would not matter who 
won; therefore, the best thing to 
do is to avoid war at any price, 
which would be cheap compared to 
the devastation of another con- 
flict. “The man in the street in 
France believes Stalin could take 
Paris by telephone,” said Father 
Cavanaugh. 

As Between The Lines has point- 
ed out, the military men and the 
top statesmen who are planning 
the details of the Atlantic Pact re- 
armament program are ignoring 
the fact that the only enthusiasm 
being shown for the armament pro- 
gram is by the European politi- 
cians who always feel stronger wnen 
they have a big army behind them. 
But the American military and dip- 
Jomats forget that it’s the little peo- 
ple who have to do the fighting, 
hence Father Cavanaugh’s reflec- 
tions are significant. 

Vera M. Dean, noted research 
writer associated with the Foreign 
Policy Association, recently stated 
that “One of the tragedies of the 
mid-twentieth century is that the 
U. S., which could so easily have 
seized the leadership for orderly 
reform and thereby silenced Soviet 
propaganda, instead placed _ itself 
in a Metternichian position of op- 
posing all movements that seemed 
to spell ‘revolution.? Why, asked 
many observers in the corridors at 
Lake Success, did the U. S., as if 


deliberately setting out to justify 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 


Voices That Lead 


(continued) 

Moscow’s accusations, make itself 
the champion of one lost or dis- 
credited cause after another? Not 
that Washington should have 
blindly accepted communism or 
any other ‘ism’ as the ‘wave of the 
future.” But it could, the argu- 
ment runs, have made a deter- 
mined effort to discover in other 
countries fresh and creative leader- 
ship, instead of merely insisting 
that the old wine of stale ideologies 
he poured into the new bottles of 
the democratic institutions it urged 
them to accept.” 





Text Book Censorship 


(continued) 

“The news is twisted by the em- 
phasis on firstness, on the novel 
and sensational; by the personal 
interest of owners and by pressure 
groups. Too much of the regular 
output of the press consists of a 
miscellaneous succession of stories 
and images which have no relation 
to the typical lives of real people 
anywhere. 

“When we look at the press as a 
whole we must conclude that it is 
not meeting the needs of our so- 
ciety. The commission believes 
that this failure of the press is the 
greatest danger to its freedom.” 

Speaking of the radio, the com- 
mission said: 

“The great consumer industries 
—food, tobacco, drugs, cosmetics, 
soap, confectionery and __ soft 
drinks, which in 1945 gave the net- 
works three-quarters of their in- 
come—determine what the Ameri- 
can people shall hear on the air.” 
If the “concentrations of power” 
in the press become “so powerful 
that they are a threat to democ- 
racy,” the report said, there is a 
risk of government control and of 
a “long step” toward totalitarian- 
ism. 

The report in fairness also de- 
clares that “the American press is 
less venal and less subservient to 
political and economic pressure 
than that of many other countries, 
and the leading organs have 
achieved a standard of excellence 


unsurpassed anywhere in_ the 
world.” 
The current problem hinges 


upon the question of whether the 
educators in Chicago will be per- 
mitted to teach the truth and the 
whole truth — or just what cer- 
tain powerful groups want to be 
taught. 





Free Enterprise Ads 


Many leading businessmen in 
America do not agree with the 
viewpoint which is presented to the 
public as the authentic “business at- 
titude” by the National Ass’n of 
Manufacturers, the Chambers of 


Commerce, etc. Between The Lines 
(continued third col., THIS page) 


WHY PEACE COMES HARD 








Cg ea 

LZ. 
GAZE 

Zs a 5 - « 





we NN AOE Ee eo 


Chote F- 














One of the contradictory things about war is that, for all its 
evil, it can bring out some of the best human qualities, loyalty, a 
willingness to sacrifice, courage and unlimited daring. But war 
is seldom if ever successful, and when it does achieve anything 
the objective has been accomplished in the worst possible way. No 
one pretends any more that World Wars 1 or Il settled anything 
that could not have been accomplished better by peaceful means 
without all the horrible slaughter and impoverishment of humanity. 
Yet wars come because we will not devote to the achievement of 
peace what we are willing to surrender to war. Our leaders are now 
challenging us to an all-out moral and spiritual crusade to defeat 
communism. Historians assure us that such a crusade, if really carried 
out, would come much nearer defeating communism than a recourse 
to violence. But peace will never come nor will our civilization be se- 
cure until we are willing to be as responsive to the appeals of truth, 
justice and cooperative good will, as we are to the passions of hatred, 
prejudice and violence, which are the major elements of war. 





X-Ray and Foreeast (continued) 

But during a war emergency, the scarce economy openly clashes 
in a rising crescendo with the immediate need of expanded production. 
When World War II began, the steel and aluminum corporations put 
out much propaganda assuring ample steel and aluminum for all con- 
ceivable needs. But many Americans died because they were sent into 
the war inadequately equipped, as a result of shortages that held up the 
arms program, and the steel and aluminum corporations were forced 
to greatly expand their production to meet the need. As the arms pro- 
gram begins again, the steel, aluminum and other powerful groups are 
{rying once more to convince our officials and persuade the public that 
we do not need to expand our production facilities. For instance, the 
American Aluminum Corp., long a tight monopoly until Federal courts 
forced expansion during World War II, have just recently run full page 
ads in many metropolitan dailies assuring the country that there will 
te “plenty of aluminum for any possible need.” But immediately after 
these ads ran, the Reynolds Aluminum Corp., which became Alcoa’s 
chief competitor when the Government broke up the monopoly, ran 
ads recalling how the country was deceived by the aluminum monopoly 
in 1940 and pointing to the same effort being made again. “We face 
the same danger signals as in 1940,” states the Reynolds advertising, 
— “industrial customers starving for metals, civilian production slow- 
ing down, prices soaring.” Reynolds then pleads for a greatly expand- 
ed aluminum production to meet defense needs, and above all to meet 
the needs of an economy that can and will expand in continued healthy 
abundant growth if we will help it, guide it, rather than stifle it. The 
same thing is happening in steel, . . . big steel companies sitting on the 
lid, smaller companies begging for more steel, . . . and, since they have 
been forced into the black market for steel time and again since World 
War II ended, the small operators are begging for increased production 

(continued on NEXT page) 


Free Enterprise Ads 
(continued) 

often quotes viewpoints of out- 
standing businessmen who are for- 
ward-looking in urging an open- 
hearted spirit of Christian sharing 
as the new trend American capi- 
talism must take. As evidence of 
these opposite currents in Ameri- 
can business thought, Fortune 
Magazine, the country’s most elite 
business publication ($1.25 a copy), 
in its September issue explores this 
conflict of viewpoints in top busi- 
ness ranks and evaluates the free 
enterprise promotion propaganda 
now being put out by NAM and 
other kindred business voices. 
Fortune states that at least 100 mil- 
lion dollars a year is spent in free 
enterprise advertising, and the mag- 
azine frankly comments, “It is not 
worth a damn.” The review labels 
the free enterprise advertising as 
“psychologically unsound, abstract, 
defensive and negative. Most im- 
portant, in a great many aspects, 
it represents a shocking lack of 
faith in the American people, and 
in some cases, down-right con- 
tempt.” The magazine charges 
that the business man who shells 
out a big sum for advertising cam- 
paigns to sell free enterprise does 
so because he is sincerely worried 
over what has been happening at 
the polls. “What he is after, to put 
it bluntly, is a Republican victory.” 
; “the claim of non-partisan- 
ship (in their advertising) simply 
makes business look silly.” Fortune 
cites a corporation - sponsored 
movie which endeavored to prove 
that ancient Athens fell because of 
a “soak-the-rich” tax policy; and 
that “Rome also went to hell be- 
cause of socialist planners.” In the 
same class of stupid twisting of 
history, Fortune also cited a comic 
book of the NAM that claimed 
that the American Revolution of 
1776 was somehow caused by the 
activities of “government planners” 
in London! “Not since the war,” 
states Fortune magazine, when 
G. I.’s were told they were fighting 
for apple pie and refrigerators 
“have we been insulted with such 
noxious interpretations of the 
American Dream.” 

More important, however, For- 
tune’s own surveys reveals that bus- 
inessmen aren’t nearly as worried 
about the future of true free enter- 
prise as their corporation ads would 
have the public believe. Fortune 
interviewers found to their sur- 
prise that many businessmen don’t 
think much of the job being done 
by the NAM and other such 
groups. Out of 100 questioned, 43 
—some of them prominent mem- 
bers of the NAM —were almost 
violently anti-NAM; 16 declined to 
answer the question; 14 thought 
the NAM was doing just a fair 


job; only 27 out of 100 thought 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 





Free Enterprise Ads 

(eontinued) 
big business publicity was doing 
good. In short, a large portion of 
American business leaders are def- 
initely progressive and forward- 
looking in their viewpoints and are 
not being accurately represented by 
their own hired publicity spokes- 
men. 





Propaganda and Facts 


High Ranking Economists 
associated in advisory capacities— 
without political attachments,—-are 
speaking out sharply and warning 
business and labor leaders that 
these tactics are forcing price and 
wage controls on the country. The 
United Press recently quoted one 
of these spokesmen as saying that 
the price increases announced by 
leading industries simply cannot be 
justified by the facts. For that 
matter, business leaders admit the 
lack of justification when they in- 
timate that management has had to 
do this to “protect our position as 
regards expected wage increases.” 
In other words, these business 
leaders are admitting their unwill- 
ingness to take the lead in turning 
the tide of inflation even from 
their extraordinary strong profit 
positions and are passing the buck 
to the labor leaders. You know 
what old John L. Lewis and his 
kind will do with that! The resent- 
ment this will breed in labor ranks 
will inevitably take a toll on the 
American economy. 

One Barrier to an Understand- 
ing between labor and management 
is the matter of wage increases 
during the past decade. Business 
leaders are now spending millions 
in publicity to show how great has 
been the workers’ share of Ameri- 
ca’s wealth, that there has been a 
great increase of wages, double or 
more, in the past few years. Labor 
leaders have denounced such pub- 
licity as deceptive and false, — 
claiming that living costs have 
more than consumed all wage 
gains. 

What are the facts? 

An analysis of wage increases 
and living cost figures have been 
made recently by the U. S. Dept. 
of Labor. The survey shows that 
wages have gone up from an aver- 
age factory worker’s weekly pay 
of $23.36 in 1939 to an average of 
$54.94 for 1949, an increase of 
130 per cent. But living costs have 
also about doubled so that this 
wage increase amounts to only a 
35 per cent boost as far as real gain 
in purchasing power is concerned, 
according to the Government sur- 
vey. Thus a man with a wife and 
two children has had an actual in- 
crease in income of $8.31. That 
is a very substantial gain, hence we 


believe, that the business spokes- 
(continued third col., THIS page) 


X-Ray and Foreeast (continued) 
facilities for peace and war. 

THERE YOU HAVE THE CONTRAST, — one group of big 
men who believe the capitalist serves best when the market is “regu- 
lated,” the profits “stabilized.” But on the other side are the business 
men who see the black market squeezing tributes out of them if they 
are to keep their business going, — and how can they “stabilize” their 
profits? Also, with an expanding American market out there before 
them, if they could be turned loose with adequate resources to build, to 
invent, to create new and cheaper products to meet the increasing de- 
mand, they see new wealth, new opportunities. Their philosophy is 
that of making more and selling for less wherever they can, — thus 
the market enlarges as more customers can afford to buy and the living 
standards go up, ... and so strengthens the entire national economy. 


ATCH BRITAIN: It is at this point that we will soon be facing the 

threat of nationalization. The fact that England, — in spite of all 
the able Tory resistance spearheaded by the redoubtable Churchill, — 
has recently decided to nationalize the steel industry as they have al- 
ready nationalized coal, electric power, transportation, etc., has really 
jolted the industrial strongholds of America. It is most unfortunate 
that this critical development is being kept from the American people 
by a conspiracy of silence in much of the American press and radio, 
for it is a plain fact that the British are nationalizing those industries 
that would not or could not meet the needs of a new day in a revolu- 
tionary England. Hence there is bound to be a close relationship be- 
tween what happens in England and future trends here. The British 
Laborites were elected on the promise that they would bring in an era 
of new abundance for the little people of Britain. The wealthy English- 
men had already known a very elaborate abundance, but the gap in 
living standards in England had become notorious. — a gap the Labor 
Government promised to bridge. This they have tried to do in two 
ways: first, a luxury goods market that formerly had been absorbed by 
the wealthy was leveled into production of necessities for all; second, 
all industry was required to carry out reforms and reconstruction to in- 
crease production, and where private ownership could not or would 
not meet this demand, nationalization stepped in. 

The thoughtful American layman must not be misled by the 
soft-pedalling in the U. S. of news on Britain — If the American basic 
raw material industries, steel, aluminum and other necessity metals, 
electric power production, etc., do not meet the need of an expanding 
economy, plus recurrent defense needs, it will not be long until nation- 
alization will stare these industries in the face. All the free enterprise 
publicity in the world will not stop the trend. 


ROUBLE ALSO BREWING ON THE LABOR-WAGE FRONT: 

You will soon be hearing of new wage demands in most large in- 
dustries, a situation that may well bring on widespread industrial strife. 
For when these new wage demands begin to mount, it is well known 
in business circles that business leaders will start publicity campaigns 
to “persuade” labor leaders to “hold the line of wages,” attempting to 
create the impression that, if wages are forced upward, the worker 
will have started the dangerous inflationary trends. 

This tactic by business leaders will result in fresh stinging an- 
tagonisms by labor against management — at a time when the country 
needs industrial peace and uninterrupted production. 

For here’s the situation that plenty of rough, tough labor lead- 
ers will make the most of: Leading industries have already raised prices. 
~—— steel, aluminum, auto manufacturing, electrical equipment, etc. As 
Government officials are pointing out, prices have been raised 5 to 10 
per cent on hundreds of items in the face of the fact that increased raw 
materials and production costs have either not even reached accounting 
books or have only brought 1 or 2 per cent increases. Yet profits are 
still standing at an all-time high for most industries. Such a long- 
standing profit position should inspire public spirited industrial leaders 
to aid in stemming the tide of inflation on their own account by absorb- 
ing these small increased costs into their record-breaking profit margins, 
and thus give themselves legitimate grounds to buck wage hikes. But 
as the Government reports, instead of that, they seized upon the Korean 
war boom to boost their prices 5 to 10 per cent all down the line. 

When these price boosts hit steel, coal, rubber, aluminum, elec- 
trical equipment, etc., it means that living costs are going up accord- 
ingly. That in turn means that pressure will soon be on the labor lead- 
ers to get wage increases for their workers to hold the line on living 
standards, and so when they do, the workers will then get the lash for 
promoting inflation, etc. There is little excuse or justification for en- 
lightened leadership in business and labor to permit such a situation to 
develop. (For details on this problem, see the survey “Propaganda and 
Facts” beginning on the left hand column, this page). 


Propaganda and Facts 
(continued) 

men have the edge in the argument. 
But from the all-important psycho- 
logical viewpoint, the present ac- 
cepted standard of living for the 
average American family must 
also be considered. Business ad- 
vertising has had much to do with 
the new levels of living that are ac- 
cepted as “average” by the Ameri- 
can people. Especially the house- 
wife has been made to feel she 
should be able to afford new types 
of kitchens, laundry equipment, im- 
proved heating, etc., to say nothing 
of smart fashions and “beauty 
aids.” And it all costs money. 
Therefore, the pressure to maintain 
a “decent” standard of living 
is even greater today with the $8.51 
increase than it was ten years ago 
when incomes were averaging less. 
And it is the pressure that creates 
unrest, new demands, strikes. A 
man can get just as uneasy, inse- 
cure and harassed on $54.94 a 
week as he could on $23.36 a 
week—even though he lives in a 5 
room house with new kitchen 
equipment, laundry machine and 
television, especially if he owes 
payments on most of them! The 
industrial strife we face can be 
just as tense, just as bitter, even 
though it may be fought out on 
higher economic levels. 

We are finding, therefore, that 
raising the standard of living is not 
the sole solution of our problems 
of industrial strife. The crucial 
place is still—“as a man thinketh 
in his heart.” 





Hiawatha And The Reds: A 
motion picture studio in Holly- 
wood has shelved a film of the life 


and exploits of Hiawatha, the 
Onondaga Indian Chief of the 15th 
century concerning whom Long- 
fellow wrote in his famous poem. 
The reason, — it was feared that 
the film would be tabbed as com- 
munistic! The film deals with the 
efforts of the famous Indian chief 
to bring about peace between the 
warring Indian tribes of his day. 
His efforts at peace-making might 
be thought to parallel the efforts of 
the Communists in their world 
peace program today, feared the 
studio, with the result that the 
movie makers would be called 
communistic. 

How will all this sound to the 
people who read the story of our 
day twenty or thirty years hence? 
We understand now what the 
young Friend, working during the 
summer in a mental institution, 
meant when she reported that 
“people in here do not seem near 
as crazy as I had expected.” How 
could they be, when she has be- 
come accustomed to a lot of folks 
who are still running around loose. 








